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N.J.,  I.F.R.  372-396  '  ,  Issued  May  1963 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  SERVICE 

PESTICIDES  REGULATION  DIVISION 

NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FEDERAL  INSECTICIDE, 
FUNGICIDE,  AND  RODENTICIDE  ACT 

Nos.  372-396 

The  following  notices  of  judgment  relate  to  cases  arising  in  the  United  States 
District  Courts  and  are  approved  for  publication  as  provided  in  section  6  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (7  U.S.C.  135d). 

M.  R.  Clarkson, 
Acting  Administrator,  Agricultural  Research  Service. 
Washington,  D.C,  December  10, 1962 

372.  Misbranding  of  "PINE  ODOR  DISINFECTANT."  U.S.  v.  43  one-gallon 
containers,  more  or  less,  and  72  one-pint  containers,  more  or  less,  of 
"PINE  ODOR  DISINFECTANT."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  411.     I.D.  Nos.  38792,  40081.) 

The  product  "PINE  ODOR  DISINFECTANT"  was  misbranded  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  in  that  the 
labeling  for  the  product  bore  false  and  misleading  statements. 

On  September  13,  1961,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Indiana,  Indianapolis  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel 'praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  43  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  and  72 
one-pint  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "PINE  ODOR  DISINFECTANT,"  at  Indian- 
apolis, Ind.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  on  or  about  January  4  and  June  19,  1961,  by  Hunt  Manu- 
facturing Company  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
m  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"PINE  ODOR 
DISINFECTANT 

*     *     * 

Co-op  Pine  Odor  Disinfectant  is  a  combina- 
tion of  ingredients  used  in  the  finest  of  hospital 
disinfectants.     It  readily  kills  the  pus  germ  (steph- 
ylococcus  aureus).     Each  lot  is  carefully  tested 
against  Typhoid  Fever  organism  ( Salmonelle 
typhosa).     A  Bacteriological  Certificate  is  avail- 
able on  request. 


67996.3—63- 
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DIRECTIONS  for  use— Homes  and  Related  uses  


Purpose 


Add  to  Water 
Strength      1  gal.  100  gal. 


Comments 


1% 


Floors 

Woodwork 
Tile 

Cabinets 
Closets 

Sickroom 
Bathroom 


4  tbsp. 


1%  gal. 


Scrub   freely   with   this 
1%  solution. 


1% 


4  tbsp. 


1%  gal. 


Wash  lavatory,  tub, 
stool,  walls  and  sick- 
room articles. 


and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
?hat  the  prSiuS!  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  disinfect  flo«r«.  ^^f^^j;"^^' 
tTle  cabiSets,  closets,  and  articles  and  surfaces  in  '^'^'^^l^^^^l'^^^^^^ 
(2)  would  kill  the  pus  germ  (staphylococcus  aureus),  and  (3)  would  be  effective 
for  iTse  as  a  disinfectant  in  hospitals  as  was  claimed  or  implied;  whereas  he 
product,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  not  disinfect  floors,  woodwork   tile. 

?abinets,  closets,  or  articles  and  surfaces  in  ^^^'f  ^«^^^,f  ^.^^^J^^^^^lf  eS^e 
not  kill  the  pus  germ  (staphylococcus  aureus),  and  (3)  would  not  be  effective 
for  use  as  a  disinfectant  in  hospitals  as  was  claimed  or  implied. 

orDecember  29,  1961,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

373.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "SAF-T-CLEAN  PORCELAIN 
CLEANER."  U.S.  v.  118  one-quart  containers,  more  or  less,  ot  a  product 
labeled  in  part  "SAF-T-CLEAN  PORCELAIN  CLEANER."  Disclaimer 
of  ownership  by  owner  and  the  court  ordered  the  product  destroyed. 

( I.F.  &  R.  No.  416.     I.D.  No.  40405. ) 
The  product  "SAF-T-CLEAN  PORCELAIN  CLEANER"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  and  an  examina- 
tion of  the  product  showed  that  the  label  affixed  to  the  containers  did  not  bear 

an  ingredient  statement.  ^      ^^    -nr    *.        T\i^^^i^i-  r.f 

On  October  23,  1961,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Tennessee,  Western  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  con- 
demnation and  confiscation  of  118  one-quart  containers,  more  or  Jess,  of 
"SAF-T-CLEAN  PORCELAIN  CLEANER,"  at  Memphis,  Tenn.,  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  July  10, 1961,  by  James  Varley  &  Sons,  Inc.,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  in  violation 

^  It  Vas  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act.  ^   .  ^v.    i  u  i  k       ^  k^  tho 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  label  borne  by  tne 
product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  ot 
each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  of  the  acHve 
and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage  ot 
each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
insrrGdidits. 

On  October  31,  1961,  the  owner  filed  a  disclaimer  of  ownership  of  the  seized 
product  and  on  November  9,  1961,  a  court  order  was  entered  ordering  the  United 
States  Marshal  to  destroy  the  product. 
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374.  Misbranding  of  paper  vacuum  cleaner  bags  *  ♦  ♦  "CHEMICALLY 
TREATED  WITH  NOMORGERM."  U.S.  v.  5100,  more  or  less,  paper 
vacuum  cleaner  bags  *  *  *  "CHEMICALLY  TREATED  WITH  NO- 
MORGERM." Claimant  removed  product  from  under  jurisdiction  of  the 
act.     (I.F.  &R.  No.  401.     I.D.  No.  ^9530.) 

An  examination  of  the  product,  paper  vacuum  cleaner  bags  *  *  ♦ 
"CHEMICALLY  TREATED  WITH  NOMORGERM"  showed  that  its  labeling 
bore  statements  which  were  false  and  misleading ;  and  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by 
the  act. 

On  June  27,  1961,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New 
York,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  5100,  more  or  less,  paper  vacuum  cleaner  bags  *  *  *  "CHEMICALLY 
TREATED  WITH  NOMORGERM,"  at  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  April 
4  and  May  10,  1961,  by  Padco  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  from  New  Brunswick,  N.J., 
in  violation  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  i)roduct  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"HAVE  BEEN   CHEMICALLY 
TREATED  WITH     *     *     ♦ 
NOMORGERM 
The  new  miracle  germicide 
CHEMICALLY  TREATED  WITH 
NOMORGERM 
'The  Germ  Killer' 

*  ♦     * 

DISPOSABLE 
VACUUM 
CLEANER 

BAGS 

*  *     * 

Guaranteed  for  your  protection   this   bag  has  been  chemically   treated   with 
NOMORGERM  the  new  miracle  germicide  that  is  unconditionally  guaranteed 
1 — To  destroy  on  contact  bacteria  drawn  into  this  bag  in  cleaning 
2 — To  remain  at  f uU  germ  killing  potency  for  the  life  of  the  bag. 

Now !  In  addition  to  picking  up  dust,  your  machine  will  circulate  pure,  un- 
contaminated  air  free  of  disease  carrying  bacteria— no  other  bag  can  offer  this 
vital  family  health  protection.  Be  sure  the  bags  you  buy  have  the  NOMOR- 
GERM double  guarantee. 

*     *     *" 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  kill  all  germs  and  act  as  a 
germicide,  (2)  would  destroy  on  contact  all  bacteria  drawn  into  the  bag,  (3) 
would  result  in  the  circulation  of  air  which  is  free  of  disease  carrying  bacteria, 
and  (4)  would  provide  vital  family  health  protection;  whereas,  the  product, 
when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  not  kill  all  germs  or  act  as  a  germicide,  (2) 
would  not  destroy  on  contact  all  bacteria  drawn  into  the  bag,  (3)  would  not  re- 
sult in  the  circulation  of  air  which  is  free  of  disease  carrying  bacteria,  and  (4) 
would  not  provide  vital  family  health  protection. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names 
of  each  of  the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of 
the  percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients. 

Padco  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product,  and  the 
product  was  removed  from  the  requirements  of  the  act  under  supervision  of  a 
representative  of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture. 
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375.  Lack  of  registration  of  "R-H  MALATHION  57%",  "REPEL  INSECT  RE- 

PELLENT", "R-H  DIELDRIN  17%",  and  "R-H  DALIRHAP."  U.S.  v.  48 
one-pint  containers,  more  or  less,  60  eight -ounce  containers,  more  or  less, 
and  168  four-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "R-H  MALATHION  57%"; 
156  five-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "REPEL  INSECT  REPEL- 
LENT"; 48  eight -ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  204  one-quart  bottles, 
more  or  less,  and  192  one-pint  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "R-H  DIEL- 
DRIN 17%";  and  24  eight-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  and  24  one-pint 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "R-H  DALIRHAP".  Consent  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  release  under  bond.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  414.  I.D.  Nos.  40703, 
40704,  40707,  40709.) 

The  products,  "R-H  MALATHION  57%",  "REPEL  INSECT  REPELLENT", 
"R-H  DIELDRIN  17%",  and  "R-H  DALIRHAP",  were  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  October  20,  1961,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Texas.  Lubbock  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  48  one-pint  containers,  more  or  less,  60  eight-ounce  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  and  168  four-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "R-H  MALA- 
THION 57%";  156  five-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "REPEL  INSECT 
REPELLENT" ;  48  eight-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  204  one-quart  bottles, 
more  or  less,  and  192  one-pint  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "R-H  DIELDRIN 
17%" ;  and  24  eight-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  and  24  one-pint  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "R-H  DALIRHAP",  a  Lubbock,  Texas,  alleging  that  the  prod- 
ucts were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about 
March  3,  1961  and  June  23,  1961  by  the  Reasor-Hill  Corporation,  from  Jackson- 
ville, Ark.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

The  Reasor-Hill  Corporation  of  Jacksonville,  Ark.,  claimed  ownership  of  the 
products,  requested  their  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  them 
into  compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation 
decree.  On  February  19,  1962,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it 
was  ordered  that  the  products  be  released  to  the  claimant  imder  bond. 

376.  Misbranding  of  "AMWAY  GERMICIDAL  CONCENTRATE."     U.S.  v.  59 

twelve-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "AMWAY  GERMICIDAL  CON- 
CENTRATE." Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (I.F. 
&  R.  No.  426.     I.D.  No.  40526.) 

The  product  "AMWAY  GERMICIDAL  CONCENTRATE,"  was  misbranded 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act, 
in  that  the  labeling  for  the  product  bore  false  and  misleading  statements. 

On  January  26,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio,  Eastern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemna- 
tion and  confiscation  of  59  twelve-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "AMWAY 
GERMICIDAL  CONCENTRATE."  at  Akron,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  product  was 
an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  Septem- 
ber 20,  1961,  by  Amway  Sales  Corp.,  from  Ada,  Mich.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"Amway 
GERMICIDAL 
CONCENTRATE 
Destroys  Bacteria 
Fungae- Algae-Odors 
•    •     • 
A  highly  effective  cationic  germicide  that  is 
practically  odorless,  colorless,  tasteless,  non- 
toxic, stable,  and  neutral  in  recommended  dilu- 
tions.   Free  from  corrosive  elements  such  as 
phenol,  iodine,  mercury,  or  chlorine  compounds, 
but  superior  to  them  in  germicidal  power. 
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DILUTION  DIRECTIONS 

To  5  gal.  water  add  Germicidal  Concentrate  in 
these  amounts  to  make  recommended  solutions. 
( See  opposite  panel  for  how  to  use) 
200  ppm  solution  :  i/4  oz.    (2  tspn.) 

400  ppm  solution:  14  oz.    (1  tbsp.) 

800  ppm  solution  :  1  oz.   ( 2  tbsp. ) 

1600  ppm  sol:  2  oz.    (4  tbsp.) 

*  *     * 

NOTE  :  Use  only  in  recommended  dilutions.    Use 
only  as  sterilizing  agent.    Not  for  use  as  food 
preservative.    Observe  proportions  when  using 
with  LOCC  washing  solution.    Non-flammable,  non- 
volatile, non-irritating,  when  used  as  directed. 

*  *     * 

EATING  &  DRINKING  ESTABLISHMENTS:  Utensils, 

dishes,  glassware,  flatware — Use  3  sink  system 

1st  sink — wash  ;  2nd  sink — rinse  with  water 

to  remove  soap ;  3rd  sink — rinse  in  200  ppm 

Amway  Germicidal  solution  for  2  min.    Use  Am- 

way  QT-10  test  papers  to  determine  strength  of 

remaining  solution  after  use. 

Ice  Cream  Scoops — Wash  with  LOCC  solution, 
rinse  with  400  ppm  Amway  Germicidal  solution. 
Rinse  before  use.    Coffee  urns,  refrigerators, 
cold  storage  rooms — After  washing,  sterilize 
with  400  ppm  solution  Amway  Germicidal  solu- 
tion to  eliminate  odors,  rancidity,  mold,  and 
slime.     (2  min.  exposure).    Rinse  before  use. 

SWIMMING  POOLS  :  Algaecide  for  all  pools— 2 
ppm  or  1  pint  to  30,000  gallon  pool  (20  x  40) . 
Add  1  pt.  every  week  to  10  days. 

BARBER  AND  BEAUTY  SHOPS  :  Instruments— Dip 
for  2  minutes  in  1600  ppm  solution  between 
use  for  each  patron.    Hand  wash — 200  ppm  solu- 
tion. 

GENERAL  STERILIZING  :  400  ppm  solution  as  spray 
on  toilets,  rest  room  floors,  etc.    400  ppm  solu- 
tion for  spraying  animal  and  poultry  shelters 
after  cleaning.     200  ppm  solution  for  final  rinse 
of  diaper  wash.    Food  industry  equipment — 200 
ppm  for  rinsing  or  flushing,  400  ppm  for  mopping 
or  sponging,  800  ppm  for  spray.    Rinse  before 
re-use. 

COMBINATION  CLEANING  &  STERILIZING  SOLU- 
TION :  Mix  the  standard  LOCC  solution  described 
on  opposite  panel  with  400  Aniway  Germi- 
cidal solution  for  a  compatible  2-way  cleaner 
and  sanitizer. 

*  *     *" 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  destroy  all  bacteria,  fungae 
and  algae  on  the  surfaces  or  articles  stated  on  the  labeling  and  all  other  surfaces 
and  articles  implied  by  the  term  "and  so  forth,"  (2)  would  sterilize  the  surfaces 
and  articles  stated  on  the  labeling,  and  (3)  would  be  non-toxic  under  all  condi- 
tions of  use;  whereas,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  not  de- 
stroy aU  bacteria,  fungae  and  algae  on  the  surfaces  or  articles  stated  on  the 
labeling  or  all  other  surfaces  and  articles  implied  by  the  term  "and  so  forth," 
(2)  would  not  sterilize  the  surfaces  and  articles  stated  on  the  labeling  and  (3) 
would  not  be  non-toxic  under  all  conditions  of  use. 
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Aniway  Sales  Corporation,  Ada,  Michigan,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product 
and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree  condemning  the  product  under  seizure  and 
directing  its  destruction.  On  May  9,  1962,  a  consent  decree  of  condemnation  and 
destruction  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

377.  Misbranding  of  "PATTERSON'S  DAIRY  CATTLE  DUST."     U.S.  v.  five 

one-pound  cartons,  more  or  less,  of  "PATTERSON'S  DAIRY  CATTLE 
DUST."    Default  decree  of  condemnation,   forfeiture,   and  destruction. 

(I.F.  &  R.  No.  427.     I.D.  Nos.  39303,  40766.) 

The  product  "PATTERSON'S  DAIRY  CATTLE  DUST"  was  misbranded  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  in  that 
the  product  contained  an  additional  active  ingredient,  namely  benzene  hexa- 
chloride,  which  was  not  named  in  the  ingredient  statement,  and  when  used  as 
directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly  recognized  practice,  it  would  be 
injurious  to  living  man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  January  31,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Kansas, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
five  one-pound  cartons,  more  or  less,  of  "PATTERSON'S  DAIRY  CATTLE 
DUST,"  at  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  February  7,  1961,  by  Pearson- 
Ferguson  Chemical  Co..  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"PATTERSON'S 
DAIRY     CATTLE     DU«T 

EACH  POUND  OF  THIS  PRODUCT  WILL 
TREAT  UP  TO  ONE  COW  OR  TEN  SHEEP 
FOR  A  HALF  SEASON. 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS: 
Methoxychlor,  technical* 5% 

INERT    INGREDIENTS: 95% 

♦Equivalent  to  4.4%  2,2-bis  (p-methoxy- 
phenyl)    1,1,1-trichloroethane    and    .6% 
other    isomers    and    reaction    products. 
*     *     *" 
whereas  the  product  contained  an  additional  active  ingredient,  namely  benzene 
hexachloride,  which  was  not  named  in  the  ingredient  statement. 

It  was  further  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  the  product, 
when  used  as  directed  or  in  accordance  with  commonly  accepted  practice, 
would  be  injurious  to  living  man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

On  May  23,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

378.  Lack  of  registration,  lack  of  required  information  on  the  labels,  and  mis- 

branding of  "ROUGH  GRIND"  and  "CORN  MEAL."  U.S.  v.  3  one- 
hundred  pound  drums,  more  or  less,  of  "ROUGH  GRIND,"  and  2  one- 
hundred  pound  drums,  more  or  less,  of  "CORN  MEAL."  Default  decree 
of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  425.  I.D. 
Nos.  41000-^1001.) 

The  products  "ROUGH  GRIND"  and  "CORN  MEAL"  were  intended  for  use 
as  economic  poisons  and  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  products  showed  that 
the  labels  aflSxed  to  the  containers  did  not  bear  ingredient  statements.  The 
products  were  also  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  did  not  contain  directions  for 
use  or  warning  or  caution  statements.  The  labels  borne  by  the  products  also 
failed  to  bear  statements  giving  the  name,  brand,  or  trade-mark  under  which 
the  products  were  sold,  and  statements  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the 
contents. 

On  January  23,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Vermont, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
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District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  3 
one-hundred  pound  drums,  more  or  less,  of  "ROUGH  GRIND,"  and  2  one- 
hundred  pound  drums,  more  or  less,  of  "CORN  MEAL,"  at  Burlington,  Vt., 
alleging  that  the  products  were  intended  for  use  as  economic  poisons  and  had 
been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  November  13,  1961,  by  Abalene  Pest 
Control  Service,  Inc.,  from  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  under  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  borne 
by  the  products  did  not  bear  ingredient  statements  giving  the  name  and  per- 
centage of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  ingredient  statements  giving  the  names  of  each  of  the 
active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the  percentage 
of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of 
the  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  act  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  warning  or  caution  statements 
which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to 
living  man  or  other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are 
necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  the  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  state- 
ments of  the  name,  brand  or  trade-mark  under  which  the  products  are  sold. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  in  violation  of  the  act  in  that 
the  labels  on  the  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  statements  of  the  net 
weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

On  June  4,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  products. 

379.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  'TERMACHEM  HOUSEHOLD  SPRAY." 
U.S.  V.  628  sixteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "PERMACHEM 
HOUSEHOLD  SPRAY."  Consent  Decree  of  Destruction  and  the  Court 
ordered  the  product  destroyed.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  390.     I.D.  No.  38390.) 

The  product  "PERMACHEM  HOUSEHOLD  SPRAY"  was  misbranded  in 
that  its  labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  or  misleading.  An  examina- 
tion of  the  product  showed  that  it  contained  less  than  0.0203%  of  bis  (tri-n- 
butyltin)  oxide  and  less  than  a  total  of  0.0906%  of  three  quaternary  ammonium 
compounds  claimed  as  0.0656%  dialkyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride,  0.0200% 
methyldodecylbenzyl  trimethyl  ammonium  chloride,  and  0.0050%  methyldo- 
decylxyltlene  bis  (trimethyl  ammonium  chloride). 

On  April  10,  1961,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  628 
sixteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  'PERMACHEM  HOUSEHOLD 
SPRAY,"  at  Paramus,  N.J.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  January  11,  1961,  by  Per- 
machem  Home  Products  Corp.,  from  Port  Jervis,  N.Y.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS : 

Isopropanol  40. 0883% 

Dialkyl*    Dimethyl   Ammonium   Chloride 0. 0656% 

Bis    (tri-n-butyltin)   Oxide 0.0203% 

Methyldodecylbenzyl  Trimethyl 

Ammonium  Chloride 0.  0200% 

Methyldodecylxyltlene  Bis 

(Trimethyl  Ammonium  Chloride) 0.0050% 

Salicylic  Acid 0.  0188% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS: 59.7820% 

♦(Alkyl  groups,  as  in  fatty  acids  of  coconut  oil) 

•     •     •>' 
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and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  0.0203%  of  bis  ( tri-n-butyltin )  oxide  and  a  total  of 
0.0906%  of  three  quaternary  ammonium  compounds  claimed  as  0.0656%  dialkyl 
dimethyl  ammonium  chloride,  0.0200%  methyldodecylbenzyl  trimethyl  am- 
monium chloride,  and  0.0050%  methyldodecylxyltlene  bis  (trimethyl  ammonium 
chloride)  :  whereas,  the  product  contained  less  than  0.0203%  of  bis  (tri-n-butyl) 
oxide  and  less  than  a  total  of  0.0906%  of  three  quaternary  ammonium  com- 
pounds claimed  as  0.0656%  dialkyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride,  0.0200% 
methyldodecylbenzyl  trimethyl  ammonium  chloride,  and  0.0050%  methyldo- 
decylxyltlene bis  (trimethyl  ammonium  chloride). 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"p  e  r  m  a 
c  h  e  m 

household  spray 

NEW  HOSPITAL  METHOD 

PERMANENT  GERMICIDE 

KILLS  99%  OF 

THE  TOTAL  NUMBER  OF 

DEADLY 

HOUSEHOLD  GERMS 

STOPS  MILDEW, 

MOLD,  ROT 

DECAY,  ODORS 

BY  KILLING  MOST  BACTERIA 

AND  FUNGI  THAT  CAUSE  THEM 

PROTECTS      FOR      WEEKS 

AFTER    SPRAYING 

p  e  r  m  a 
e  h  e  m 
FOR  PERMACHEM  PROTECTION  THROUGHOUT  THE 
HOME,  WITH  LONG  LASTING  ANTISEPTIC  EFFECTIVE- 
NESS, spray  as  directed  on  clothing,  shoes,  bathrooms,  walls 
and  floors  of  nursery,  living  room,  sickroom,  attic,  cellar, 
bedding,  mattresses,  upholstery,  draperies,  carpeting  and 
rugs,  laundry  hampers,  garbage  pails,  animal  areas.    Will 
not  burn  or  stain.    Kills  99%  of  total  number  of  deadly 
household  germs. 

DIRECTIONS 
FIRST:     REMOVE  AND  DISCARD  WHITE  CAP. 
To  Permachem-protect  the  home : 

Hold  bottle  8-12  inches  from  object.    Cover  surface  with 
spray  mist.    Dampen — do  not  soak. 
To  Permachem-protect  clothing: 

Spray  outer  clothing  and  shoes  inside  and  out.    Repeat 
every  three  months  or  after  each  cleaning. 
To  power-spray  Permachem : 

Remove  sprayer-cap.    Pour  Permachem  liquid  into  paint 
sprayer  or  vacuum  cleaner  spray  attachment. 
To  treat  mildew,  mold  and  fungus  : 
Wash  contaminated  surfaces  thoroughly  with  soap  and 

water  before  spraying. 

*     *     *" 

(Leaflet) 

"permachem  household  sprav 

FRONT  PAGE  NEWS  TWICE 

IN  THE  NEW  YORK  TIMES 

IT'S  THE  FIRST  PERMANENT  GERMICIDE 
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PERMAGHEM  HOUSEHOLD  SPRAY,  THE  WORLDS  MOST  POWERFUL 
ALL  PURPOSE  GERMICIDE,  KEEPS  ON  KILLING  GERMS,   ODORS, 
MILDEW,  FUNGUS.  ROT  AND  DECAY  FOR  MONTHS  AFTER 
APPLICATION. 

Developed  for,  and  used  in,  leading  hospitals  everywhere  throughout 
the  world.  *  *  * 

Protects  the  home  . .  .  everyone  and  everything  in  it . .  .  Every  room  . . . 
nursery  .  .  .  bedroom  . . .  living  room  .  . .  attic  .  .  .  bath  . . .  bedding .  .  . 
dra])es  .  .  .  walls  . .  .  clothing . . .  shoes  . .  .  drawers  . .  .  shelves  . . .  closets 
.  .  .  upholstery  . .  .  garbage  can  .  . .  furniture  . . .  everything  . . .  actually 
becomes  an  active  germicidal  killing  agent  for  months  and  months. 

*  *     * 

So  safe  it  is  used  in  hundreds  of  hospital  nurseries  throughout  the 
nation. 

*  *     * 

*     *     *     IT'S  THE 
GERM  FREE  WORLD  OF  PERMACHEM. 

*  *     *" 

and  such  statements  wei'e  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  kill  all  types  of  germs, 
(2)  would  act  as  an  effective  germicide  for  montiis  after  application,  (3)  would 
kill  bacteria  for  weeks  after  spraying,  (4)  would  protect  individuals  from  deadly 
household  germs  which  contaminate  clothing,  shoes,  bathrooms,  walls,  mat- 
tresses, upholstery,  draperies,  carpeting,  rugs,  laundry  hampers,  garbage  pails, 
and  animal  areas,  and  (5)  would  act  as  an  effective  germicide  for  all  purposes; 
whereas,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  not  kill  all  types  of 
germs,  (2)  would  not  act  as  an  effective  germicide  for  months  after  applica- 
tion, (3)  would  not  kill  bacteria  for  weeks  after  spraying,  (4)  would  not  pro- 
tect individuals  from  deadly  household  germs  which  contaminate  clothing,  shoes, 
bathrooms,  walls,  mattresses,  upholstery,  draperies,  carpeting,  rugs,  laundry 
hampers,  garbage  pails,  or  animal  areas,  and  (5)  would  not  act  as  an  effective 
germicide  for  all  purposes. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality 
as  expressed  on  its  labeling  since  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"ACTIVE    INGREDIENTS: 

*     *     * 

Dialkyl*  Dimethyl  Ammonium  Chloride 0.0656% 

Bis    (tri-n-butyltin)    Oxide 0.0203% 

Methyldodecylbenzyl  Trimethyl 

Ammonium  Chloride 0.0200% 

Methyldodecylxyltlene  Bis 

(Trimethyl  Ammonium  Chloride) 0.0050% 

*  *     *" 

and  such  statements  represented  that  the  product  contained  0.0203%  of  bis  (tri- 
n-butyltin)  oxide  and  a  total  of  0.0906%  of  three  quaternary  ammonium  com- 
pounds claimed  as  0.0656%  dialkyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride,  0.0020% 
methyldodecylbenzyl  trimethyl  ammonium  chloride,  and  0.0050%  methyldode- 
cylxyltlene bis  (trimethyl  ammonium  chloride)  ;  whereas,  the  product  contained 
less  than  0.0203%  bis  (tri-n-butyltin)  oxide  and  less  than  a  total  of  0.0906% 
of  three  quaternary  ammonium  compounds  claimed  as  0.0656%  dialkyl  dimethyl 
ammonium  chloride,  0.0200%  methyldodecylbenzyl  trimethyl  ammonium  chloride, 
and  0.0050%  methyldodecylxyltlene  bis   (trimethyl  ammonium  chloride). 

Permachem  Home  Products  Corp.,  Port  Jervis,  N.Y.,  claimed  ownership  of 
the  product  for  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act  and  on  Sep- 
tember 29,  1961,  a  Consent  Decree  of  Condemnation  was  entered  releasing  the 
product  to  the  claimant  under  bond.  On  February  21,  1962,  the  Consent  Decree 
of  Condemnation  was  amended  and  a  Consent  Decree  of  Destruction  was  entered 
ordering  the  United  States  Marshal  to  destroy  the  product. 
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380.  Misbranding  of  "SANDAHL'S  SILICONE  CLIPPER  LUBE."     U.S.  v.  27 

eight-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "SANDAHL'S  SILICONE  CLIP- 
PER LUBE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion.    (LF.  &R.  No.  432.     I.D.  No.  39697.) 

The  product  "SANDAHL'S  SILICONE  CLIPPER  LUBE"  was  advertised  for 
use  as  a  sterilizing  agent  for  clipper  blades,  electric  razors,  razors,  and  shears. 
However,  the  label  aflSxed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  contain  direc- 
tions for  use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  public. 

On  February  19,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  27  eight-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "SANDAHL'S  SILICONE 
CLIPPER  LUBE,"  at  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  wbich  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  January  3,  1962,  by 
L.  R.  Sandahl  Mfg.  Co.,   (McRay's),  from  Madrid,  Iowa,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  its  accompanying 
labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied 
with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

On  March  16,  1962,  no  claimant  baving  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture  and  destruction  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United 
States  Marshal  destroy  the  product. 

381.  Lack    of    registration,    misbranding,    and    adulteration    of    "STA-KLEEN 

BATHROOM  APPLIANCE  *  *  *  DISINFECTS,"  "REFILL  FOR  STA- 
KLEEN  BATHROOM  APPLIANCE,"  and  accompanying  labeling  entitled 
"NO  ONE  LIKES  TO  CLEAN  TOILET  BOWLS."  U.S.  v.  273  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  "STA-KLEEN  BATHROOM  APPLIANCE  *  *  *  DIS- 
INFECTS," 21  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "REFILL  FOR  STA-KLEEN 
BATHROOM  APPLIANCE,"  and  accompanying  labeling  consisting  of  500 
leaflets,  more  or  less,  entitled  "NO  ONE  LIKES  TO  CLEAN  TOILET 
BOWLS."  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  and  it  was 
ordered  that  the  seized  products  be  delivered  to  the  Federal  Reformatory 
at  El  Reno,  Okla,,  for  use  only  as  a  general  disinfectant  and  the  accom- 
panying labeling  be  destroyed.    (I.E.  &  R.  No.  433.    I.D.  Nos.  40799,  40S00. ) 

The  products  "STA-KLEEN  BATHROOM  APPLIANCE  *  *  *  DISIN- 
FECTS," and  "REFILL  FOR  STA-KLEEN  BATHROOM  APPLIANCE."  were 
not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 
Upon  examination,  the  products  were  found  to  be  misbranded  and  adulterated 
in  that  they  contained  less  active  ingredient  and  more  inert  ingredients  than 
were  claimed  on  the  labels,  and  they  also  bore  false  or  misleading  statements. 

On  March  8,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Oklahoma,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  273  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "STA-KLEEN  BATHROOM  AP- 
PLIANCE *  *  *  DISINFECTS,"  21  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "REFILL 
FOR  STA-KLEEN  BATHROOM  APPLIANCE,"  and  accompanying  labeling  con- 
sisting of  500  leaflets,  more  or  less,  entitled  "NO  ONE  LIKES  TO  CLEAN 
TOILET  BOWLS,"  at  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  alleging  the  products  were  economic 
poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  April  21,  May  12,  and 
July  17,  1961,  by  Sta-Kleen  Company,  from  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  under  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  their  labeling  bore  the  statement : 
"Active  Ingredients : 

Calcium  Hypochlorite 70% 

Inert  Ingredients 30%" 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  in  that  it  represented  that  the 
products  contained  70%  of  calcium  hypochlorite  and  30%  of  inert  ingredients, 
whereas,  the  products  contained  less  than  70%  calcium  hypochlorite  and  more 
than  30%  inert  ingredients. 
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It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  act  in  that  their  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

(Container  "STA-KLEEN 

carton)  BATHROOM    APPLIANCE 

*  *     * 
DISINFECTS    AND 

PURIFIES.     INSTALL    IT 
AND   FORGET  IT. 

*  *     * 

EASY  1  MINUTE— NO  TOOLS   NECESSARY 
INSTALLATION    INSTRUCTIONS 

1.  BEND  WATER  INLET  TUBE    (A)    UP  OUT  OF  OVERFLOW 
PIPE    (B). 

2.  HANG  UNIT  IN   (B)    AS  SHOWN— BE  SURE  SMALL  FLEXIBLE 
TUBE  IS  DOWN  INSIDE  PIPE   (B)   AS  SHOWN. 

3.  SLIDE  LARGE  FLEXIBLE  TUBE  (C)   ONTO  WATER  INLET   (A) 
AND  OTHER  END  ONTO  STRAIGHT  END  OF  UNIT  AS  SHOWN. 

4.  CLEAN  TOILET  BOWL  THOROUGHLY  BEFORE  INSTALLATION 
FOR   BEST   RESULTS." 

(Leaflet)  "NO  ONE  LIKES 

TO  CLEAN 
TOILET  BOWLS 

*  *     * 

FITS   EASILY   INSIDE  ALL   TOILET   TANKS, 
OUT  OF  SIGHT  AS  SHOWN.     TAKES  ONLY 
1  MINUTE  TO  INSTALL.    NO  TOOLS 
NECESSARY.    DISINFECTS  AND  PURIFIES— 
JUST  INSTALL  IT  AND  FORGET  IT." 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  in  that  they  implied  or  repre- 
sented that  the  products  when  used  as  directed  would  purify  and  disinfect 
toilet  bowls,  whereas,  the  products,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  disinfect 
and  purify  toilet  bowls. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  adulterated  within  the 
meaning  of  the  act  in  that  their  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

"Active  Ingredients: 

Calcium    Hypochlorite 70% 

Inert    Ingredients 30%" 

thereby  professing  a  standard  of  70%  of  calcium  hypochlorite  and  30%  of 
inert  ingredients,  whereas,  they  contained  less  than  70%  of  calcium  hypochlo- 
rite and  more  than  30%  inert  ingredients. 

On  April  9,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  said  products  should 
be  delivered  to  the  Federal  Reformatory  at  El  Reno,  Okla.,  by  the  United 
States  Marshal,  for  use  only  as  a  general  disinfectant,  and  that  the  United 
States  Marshal  should  destroy  the  accompanying  labeling. 

382.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  'THE  HYON  BAG  WATER 
PURIFIER."  U.S.  V.  15  articles,  more  or  less,  labeled  in  part  "THE 
HYON  BAG  WATER  PURIFIER."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and    destruction.      (I.F.  &  R.  No.  429.     I.D.  No.  41068.) 

The  article  "THE  HYON  BAG  WATER  PURIFIER"  was  not  registered 
imder  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examina- 
tion of  the  article  showed  that  the  label  aflBxed  to  the  containers  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement.  The  article  was  also  misbranded  in  that  the  label 
bore  false  or  misleading  statements. 

On  February  13,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  United  States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  15  articles,  more  or  less,  labeled   in  part  "THE  HYON  BAG 
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WATER  PURIFIER,"  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  was  an 
economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  by  Hydronics  Corp., 
on  or  about  October  12  and  November  29,  1961,  from  Bala-Cynwyd,  Pa.,  in 
violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  article  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  as  required  under  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  article  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and 
percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of 
the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  article,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  state- 
ment giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingi-edient,  together  with  the  name  of  each 
and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  article. 

The  article  was  further  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that 
its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

(Carton  "THE   HYON   BAG 

label)  WATER  PURIFIER 

FOR  DISINFECTION  AND  CLARIFICATION 

WITH  Hvla  MATERIALS 

NO  CHLORINE  .  NO  BOILING 

SAFE  .  .   SAFE  .  .   SAFE 

DRINKING  WATER 

*  *     * 

KILLS  HARMFUL  BACTERIA 
IN  5  MINUTES  .  .  . 

*  *     * 

Now!  YOU  CAN  BE  SURE  OF  OBTAINING 

SAFE,  GLEAN 

DRINKING  WATER 

*  *     * 
(Folder                                            THE  HYON  BAG 

inside  carton)  FOR 

Water  Disinfection  and  Clarification 

*  *     * 
WHEN  TO   USE   THE   HYON   BAG 

The  Hyon  Bag  should  be  used  whenever 
there  is  any  question  as  to  the  safety  of  the 
available  water  for  drinking  or  cooking 
purposes. 

Travelers  to  foreign  countries,  visitors  to 
areas  with  unfamiliar  water  supplies,  such  as 
vacationing  motorists,  hikers,  campers,  boat- 
men, etc.,  will  find  the  convenience  and  safety 
of  the  Hyon  Bag  to  be  insurance  against  dis- 
agreeable upsets  caused  by  contaminated 
water. 

Hyon  treated  water  should  be  used  for 
drinking,  mixing  beverages,  making  ice,  etc. 

WHAT  THE  HYON  BAG  DOES 

The  Hyon  Bag  will  insure  that  your  drink- 
ing water  is  safe  and  palatable.    Tastes  and 
odors  will  be  removed  or  reduced.    Any  water 
which  is  '"bacteriologically  acceptable  for 
treatment"*  may  be  used  in  the  Hyon  Bag. 

HOW  THE  HYON  BAG  WORKS 

When  water  is  mixed  as  instructed,  with  the 
special  oligodynamic  silver-bearing  matei'ial  in 
the  bag  (called  HYLA) ,  the  intimate  contact 
with  the  water  kills  all  harmful  bacteria.    As 
water  is  drawn  from  the  outlet  nozzle  or  from 
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the  tube  which  may  be  attached  to  the  nozzle, 
it  is  filtered  aud  clarified. 

When  filled  to  the  fill  line,  the  Hyon  Bag 
holds  approximately  one  quart. 
*Ref.  U.S.  Public  Health  Manual  for  Recommended 
Water  Sanitation  Practices. 

CAUTIONS 

The  Hyon  Bag  will  treat  up  to  50  gallons  of 
water — after  which  it  should  be  replaced.  Do 
not  use  more  than  one  season. 

Always  use  cleanest  water  available.    Discard 
Bag  if  filter  becomes  clogged. 

In  emergency,  when  only  very  muddy  or  turbid 
water  is  available,  allow  water  to  remain  in  Bag 
for  20  minutes  after  second  mixing.    Continued 
use  of  muddy  water  will  shorten  life  of  Bag. 

If  water  temperature  is  under  40°F.,  allow  water 
to  remain  in  Bag  20  minutes  after  second  mixing. 

The  carrying  pouch  may  be  used  to  transfer 
untreated  water  to  the  Hyon  Bag.    If  this  is  done, 
he  sure  to  rinse  pouch  with  treated  water  to  clean." 


(Bag  "HYON  BAG 

label)  WATER  PURIFIER 

FOR  DISINFECTION  &  CLARIFICATION 

with 

Hyla 

DIRECTIONS     FOR     USE 

1.  Fill  to  line  through  top  zipper  opening 
with  cleanest  water  available. 

2.  Close  zipper,  seal  top  by  folding  down. 

3.  Hold  bag  firmly  at  top  and  bottom,  turn 
upside  down  several  times  to  mix,  then 
hang  by  strap  for  at  least  5  minutes. 

4.  Repeat  step  number  3. 

5.  Pull  plug  from  nozzle  to  draw  water.    If 
desired,  fit  tube  over  nozzle  to  fill  canteen 
or  container.    Tube  will  increase  flow 

of  water. 

CAUTION 

With  new  bag  discard  first  filling. 

Keep  nozzle  and  tube  clean. 

Never  dmnp  contents  out  of  top  opening 

of  bag. 
In  emergency  if  extremely  cold  or  muddy 

water  must  be  used,  hang  bag  15  minutes 

after  step  number  4. 
Life  of  bag  will  be  shortened  when  treating 

very  muddy  water. 
Discard  bag  after  one  season,  or  after 

treating  about  50  gallons,  or  when  water 

fails  to  flow  through. 

*     *     *" 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  article,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  purify  or  disinfect  water, 
(2)  would  kill  all  harmful  bacteria  in  five  minutes,  and  (3)  would  provide  safe 
drinking  water;  whereas,  the  article,  when  used  as  directed,  (1)  would  not 
purify  or  disinfect  water,  (2)  would  not  kill  all  harmful  bacteria  in  five  min- 
utes, and  (3)  would  not  provide  safe  drinking  water. 
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On  February  27,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  .States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  articles. 

383.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 

"SANI-TROL  *  *  *  TREATMENT  FOR  DUST  MOPS  &  DUST 
CLOTHS."  U.S.  V.  11  one-gallon  containers  and  one  drum  containing  25 
gallons,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "SANI-TROL  *  *  * 
TREATMENT  FOR  DUST  MOPS  &  DUST  CLOTHS."  Default  decree 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture,  and  release  of  the  product  to  the  Fed- 
eral Reformatory  at  El  Reno,  Okla.,  for  use  at  that  institution.  (I.F.  & 
R.  No.  430.     I.D.  No.  40798.) 

The  product  "SANI-TROL  *  *  *  TREATMENT  FOR  DUST  MOPS  &  DUST 
CLOTHS"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act,  and  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
bear  a  statement  giving  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant, 
or  person  for  whom  the  product  was  manufactured ;  and  the  labels  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  February  20,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Oklahoma,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  11  one-gallon  containers  and  one  drum  containing  25  gallons,  more 
or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  '•  SANI-TROL  *  *  *  TREATMENT  FOR 
DUST  MOPS  &  DUST  CLOTHS,"  at  Oklahoma  City,  Okla..  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or 
about  October  6,  1961,  by  Frontier  Chemical  Products,  Inc.,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  aflSxed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a 
statement  giving  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  per- 
son for  whom  the  product  was  manufactured. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  state- 
ment giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each 
and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  Ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  April  5,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered 
to  deliver  the  product  to  the  Federal  Reformatory  at  El  Reno,  Okla.,  for  use 
at  that  institution. 

384.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label,  misbranding,  and 

adulteration  of  "MARK  7  GERMICIDAL  LIQUID  SYNTHETIC  DETER- 
GENT." U.S.  V.  11  one-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "MARK  7 
GERMICIDAL  LIQUID  SYNTHETIC  DETERGENT."  Consent  decree 
of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  ,(I.F.  &  R.  No.  437.  I.D.  No. 
39995.) 

The  product  "MARK  7  GERMICIDAL  LIQUID  SYNTHETIC  DETERGENT" 
was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act ;  an  examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  aflixed  to  the  con- 
tainers of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of 
content ;  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  bore  statements  which  were  false  or 
misleading;  and  when  tested  the  product  was  found  to  possess  a  phenol  coef- 
ficient of  less  than  12  against  the  germs  or  bacteria  "Salmonella  Typhosa"  and 
"Sfaphlococctis  Aureus." 

On  April  2,  1962.  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon,  acting 
upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District 
Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  11  one-s:allon 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "MARK  7  GERMICIDAL  LIQUID  SYNTHETIC 
DETERGENT,"  at  Portland,  Oregon,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  June  30.  1961,  by 
Piatt  &  Smillie  Chemicals,  Inc.,  from  San  Carlos,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
iu  that  the  label  stated  in  part : 

•DIRECTIONS 

Apply  MARK-7  solution  with  a  spray,  sprinkler,  or  clean 
mop.  Works  equally  well  with  hot,  cold,  hard  or  soft  wa- 
ter. Rinse  surface  well  to  carry  off  dirt  and  soil  loosened 
by  MARK-7. 

MARK-7  can  be  used  safely  on  any  standard  floor  or  wall 
surface  such  as  Terrazzo,  Marble,  Concrete,  Magnesite, 
Terra  Cotta,  Travertine,  or  Granolithic  as  well  as  on 
softer  surfaces  such  as  Asphalt,  Rubber,  Linoleum,  Vinyl, 
Hardwood,  Painted  Surfaces,  Sealed  or  Unsealed  Floors. 

NET  CONTENTS  . GALLONS 

PHENOL  COEFFICIENT :  Exceeds  12  against  Salmonella 

Typhosa  and  Staphlococcus  Aureus. 

DILUTION  DIRECTIONS 

For  light  regular  cleaning,  use  3  to  4  ounces  (1%  cup) 
MARK-7  per  gallon  of  water.    For  heavier  soil  conditions, 
use  5  to  8  ounces  (1  cup)  MARK-7  per  gallon  of  water. 
To  strip  Wax,  Remove  Rubber  Burns,  etc..  use  9  to  10 
ounces  (I14  cup)  MARK-7  per  gallon  of  water. 

Whether  you  apply  MARK-7  with  a  spray,  sprinkler,  or  a 
mop,  allow  solution  to  soak  for  3  to  5  minutes  before 
scrubbing  or  mopping  up.    Rinse  well  for  best  results. 
*  *  *" 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
(1)  that  the  product  had  a  phenol  coefficient  of  12  against  the  germs  or  bacteria 
"Salmonella  Typhosa"  and  "Staphlococcus  Aureus"  and  (2)  that  the  product, 
when  used  as  directed,  would  act  as  a  germicide  on  any  standard  floor  or 
wall  surface  and  all  other  surfaces  implied  by  the  term  "softer  surfaces" : 
whereas,  (1)  the  product  did  not  have  a  phenol  coefficient  of  12  against  the 
germs  or  bacteria  "Salmonella  Typhosa"  and  "Staphlococcus  Aureus"  and  (2) 
the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  act  as  a  germicide  on  any  standard 
floor  or  wall  surface  or  all  other  surfaces  implied  by  the  term  "softer  surfaces." 
It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or 
quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling,  since  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

"PHENOL  COEFFICIENT :  Exceeds  12  against  Salmonella  Typhosa 

and  Staphlococcus  Aureus." 

and  such  statement  represented  that  the  product  had  a  phenol  coefficient  of  12 
against  the  germs  or  bacteria  "Salmonella  Typhosa"  and  "Staphlococcus  Au- 
reus";  whereas,  the  product  had  a  phenol  coefficient  of  less  than  12  against  the 
germs  or  bacteria  "Salmonella  Typhosa"  and  "Staphlococcus  Aureus." 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  act  in  that 
the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of 
the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

Piatt  &  Smillie  Chemicals,  Inc.,  San  Carlos,  Calif.,  claimed  ownership  of  the 
product,  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into 
compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree. 
On  August  9,  1962,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered 
that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  such  bond  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act. 
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385.  Misbranding  of  "SELIG'S  ASEPTENE"  and  "NEW!  STAPH-KILL."  U.S. 
V.  one  drum,  containing  55  gallons,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part  "SELIG'S  ASEPTENE"  and  228  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "NEW!  STAPH-KILL."  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  435.  I.D.  Nos. 
41413  and  41414.) 

An  examination  of  the  products  "SELIG'S  ASEPTENE"  and  "NEW !  STAPH- 
KILL,"  showed  that  their  labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  and 
misleading. 

On  March  7,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  Western  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condem- 
nation and  confiscation  of  one  drum,  containing  55  gallons,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part  "SELIG'S  ASEPTENE"  and  228  one-i>ound  containers, 
more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "NEW !  STAPH-KILL,"  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been 
transported  interstate,  on  or  about  December  15,  1961,  by  The  Selig  Company 
from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  in  violation  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Roden- 

It  was  allege<l  that  the  product  "SELIG'S  ASEPTENE"  was  misbranded 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"SELIG'S 

Aseptene 
A  Hospital  Tested  Germical  Cleaner 

*  *  !ti 

FDA  Phenol  Coefficient  M  Pyognes  Var.  Aureus,  12 

FDA  Phenol  Coefficient  S.  Typhosa.  8 
Selig's  Aseptene  is  a  synthetic  germicidal  detergent  formulated 
for  use  in  hospitals,  clinics,  schools,  and  institutions. 
Contains  no  soaps,  caustics,  or  abrasives — cleans  thoroughly, 
leaves  surfaces  clean  and  film  free. 

For  general  cleaning  and  disinfecting  of  floors,  walls,  woodwork, 
glass,  stainless  steel  and  other  surfaces,  dilute  4  to  8  ounces 
of  Selig's  Aseptene  to  a  gallon  of  water.     Scrub  in  conventional 
manner  or  with  scrubbing  machine.     Rinse  with  clear  water. 
For  cleaning  and  disinfecting  operating  rooms,  nurseries,  surgical 
suits,  and  recovery  areas,  dilute  8  ounces  per  gallon  of  water  and 
either  sprinkle,  spray,  or  mop  on  floors  and  remove  with  clean  mop 

or  wet  pick-up  vacuum. 

*     *     *^* 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
(1)  that  the  product  had  a  phenol  coefficient  of  12  against  the  germ  or  bacteria 
"M.  Pyognes  Var.  Aureus,"  and  (2)  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed, 
would  disinfect  floors,  walls,  woodwork,  glass,  stainless  steel,  and  all  other  sur- 
faces implied  by  the  term  "other  surfaces";  whereas  (1)  the  product  did  not 
have  a  phenol  coefficient  of  12  against  the  germ  or  bacteria  "M.  Pyognes  Var. 
Aureus,"  and  (2)  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  disinfect  floors, 
walls,  woodwork,  glass,  stainless  steel,  or  all  other  surfaces  implied  by  the  term 
"other  surfaces." 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "NEW!  STAPH-KILL"  was  misbranded 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

(Front  "NEW 


Panel) 


STAPH-KILL 
a 

powerful 
disinfectant 
deodorant 


(Back  Toilet  seats,  wash  basins,  refuse  cans,  telephones. 

Panel)         urinals,  office  machinery,  door  knobs,  laundry 

chutes,  hospital  light  switches,  and  other  equipment 
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can  be  disinfected  with  this  Powerful  Disinfectant 
and  Deodorant  after  the  surface  has  been  properly 
cleaned.     The  hazard  of  cross  infection  by  bacteria 
and  viruses  will  be  reduced. 

Deodorization  takes  place  as  you  disinfect.  Indoor 
air  is  made  more  pleasant,  and  surfaces  are  made 
more  sanitary. 

DRIES  QUICKLY 

Leaves  No  Oily  Film. 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS: 

HEPTA  DECYL  HYDROXY  ETHYL  IMIDAZOLINE 

Isopropyl  Alcohol,  Lauryl-methacrylate, 
Orthophenyl-phenol-Polyvinylpyrrolidinone  complex. 

INERT  INGREDIENTS:     70.4% 
Dichlorodifluoromethane, 
Trichloromonofluoromethane,  Perfume. 

DIRECTIONS : 

As  a  Disinfectant — 

Hold  dispenser  upright  about  7"  to  9"  from  surface 
to  be  disinfected.     Spray  4  seconds  until  surface 
is  wet. 

*     *     *" 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  disinfect  toilet  seats,  wash 
basins,  refuse  cans,  telephones,  urinals,  oflBce  machinery,  door  knobs,  laundry 
chutes,  hospital  light  switches,  and  all  other  equipment  implied  by  the  term 
"other  equipment" ;  whereas,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not 
disinfect  toilet  seats,  wash  basins,  refuse  cans,  telephones,  urinals,  office 
machinery,  door  knobs,  laundry  chutes,  hospital  light  switches,  or  all  other 
equipment  implied  by  the  term  "other  equipment." 

On  May  3,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  products. 

386.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  labels,  and  misbranding 
of  "5%  ALDRIN  GRANULES,"  "5%  HEPTACHLOR  GRANULES",  and 
"10%  CHLORDANE  GRANULES";  and  adulteration  of  "10%  CHLOR- 
DANE  GRANULES."  U.S.  v.  140  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part  "5%  ALDRIN  GRANULES,"  40  fifty-pound  bags, 
more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "5%  HEPTACHLOR  GRAN- 
ULES," and  20  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part  "10%  CHLORDANE  GRANULES."  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  438.  I.D.  Nos.  40295,  40296, 
40297.) 

The  products  "5%  ALDRIN  GRANULES",  "5%  HEPTACHLOR  GRAN- 
ULES", and  "10%  CHLORDANE  GRANULES,"  were  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  and  the  labels  affixed  to  the 
containers  of  the  products  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or 
measure  of  the  contents ;  a  statement  giving  the  name  and  address  of  the 
manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for  whom  the  products  were  manufactured ; 
an  ingredient  statement;  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  com- 
plied with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public ;  or  a  warning  or  caution 
statement.  The  product  "10%  CHLORDANE  GRANULES"  was  represented 
to  contain  10  percent  chlordane,  however,  upon  examination  it  was  found  to 
contain  less  than  10  percent  chlordane. 

On  April  11,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
North  Carolina,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  140  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
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"5%  ALDRIN  GRANULES",  40  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product 
labeled  in  part  "5%  HEPTACHLOR  GRANULES",  and  20  fifty-pound  bags, 
more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "10%  CHLORDANE  GRANULES," 
at  Cary,  North  Carolina,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  November  10,  1961,  by 
Atlas  Agricultural  Chemicals,  Inc.,  from  Waynesboro,  Ga.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  afiixed  to  the  containers  of  the  products  did  not  bear 
a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  did  not  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  the  containers  did  not  bear  the  name  and 
address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for  whom  manufactured. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  their  respective  labels  did  not  bear  ingredient  statements 
giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  products,  or,  in  the  alternative, 
an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together 
with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the 
products. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are 
necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  a  warning  or  caution  statement 
which  may  be  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  to  prevent  injury  to 
living  man  and  other  vertebrate  animals. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "10%  CHLORDANE  GRANULES" 
was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the 
statement: 

"10%  Chlordane  Granules" 

and  such  statement  was  false  or  misleading  since  it  implie<l  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  10%  chlordane ;  whereas,  the  product  contained 
less  than  10  percent  chlordane. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "10%  CHLORDANE  GRANULES" 
was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity 
fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling,  since 
its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

"10%  Chlordane  Granules" 

and  such  statement  represented  that  the  product  contained  10  percent  chlor- 
dane :  whereas,  the  product  contained  less  than  10  percent  chlordane. 

Only  the  "10%  CHLORDANE  GRANULES"  were  available  for  seizure  and 
on  August  28,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was 
ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 

387.  Lack  of  registration  of  'TCELTHANE  MITICIDE,"  misbranding  of  "DISOD 
CRAB  GRASS  KILLER"  and  "8%  CHLORDANE  DUST,"  and  adultera- 
tion of  "8%  CHLORDANE  DUST."  U.S.  v.  24  eight-ounce  bottles,  more 
or  less,  and  11  one-pint  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
'•KELTHANE  MITICIDE,"  71  eight-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  and  36 
one-pint  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "DISOD 
CRAB  GRASS  KILLER,"  and  23  one-pound  packages,  more  or  less,  and  18 
four-pound  packages,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "8% 
CHLORDANE  DUST."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
release  of  merchandise  to  charitable  institutions.  (I.E.  &  R.  No.  439. 
I.D.  Nos.  41094,  41098,  41104.) 

The  product  "KELTHANE  MITICIDE"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act;  an  examination  of  the  product 
"DISOD  CRAB  GRASS  KILLER"  showed  that  the  label  afllxed  to  the  containers 
of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act ;  and 
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an  examination  of  the  product  "87o  CHLORDANE  DUST"  showed  that  it  con- 
tained less  than  8  percent  technical  chlordane  and  naore  than  92  percent  inert 
ingredients. 

On  April  11,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  24 
eight-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  and  11  one-pint  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  a 
product  labeled  in  part  "KELTHANE  MITICIDE,"  71  eight-ounce  bottles,  more 
or  less,  and  36  one-pint  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  ''DISOD 
CRAB  GRASS  KILLER,"  and  23  one-pound  packages,  more  or  less,  and  18  four- 
pound  packages,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "8%  CHLORDANE 
DUST,"  at  Audubon,  N.J.,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons 
which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  December  26  and  December 
27,  1961,  by  Cambridge  Labs,  Inc.,  from  Maspeth,  Long  Island,  N.Y.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "KELTHANE  MITICIDE"  was  not 
registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "DISOD  CRAB  GRASS  KILLER"  was  mis- 
branded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  aflaxed  to  the  containers 
of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percent- 
age of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  in- 
gredients, in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving 
the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "8%  CHLORDANE  DUST"  was  misbranded 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements ; 

"8% 

CHLORDANE 

DUST 

*     *     * 

ACTIVE  INGREDIENTS : 

CHLORDANE  TECHNICAL* 8.00% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 92.00% 

TOTAL  100. 00% 

*4.8%  Octachloro  4.7-methano-tetrahydro- 
indane,  and  3.2%  related  compounds." 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  8  percent  technical  chlordane  and  92  percent  inert 
ingredients ;  whereas,  the  product  contained  less  than  8  percent  technical  chlor- 
dane and  more  than  92  percent  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "8%  CHLORDANE  DUST"  was  adul- 
terated in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or 
quality  under  which  it  was  sold,  in  that  it  contained  less  than  8  percent  technical 
chlordane  and  more  than  92  percent  of  inert  ingredients. 

On  July  6,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal  deliver 
the  merchandise  to  charitable  institutions  in  Camden,  N. J.,  for  their  own  use  and 
in  no  instance  to  be  resold  or  used  for  commercial  purposes. 

388.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "LITTLE  ANGEL  SCIENTIFIC 
TEETHER."  U.S.  v.  574  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part  "LITTLE  ANGEL  SCIENTIFIC  TEETHER."  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction  or  release  of  merchandise  to 
public  or  charitable  institutions.     (I.E.  &  R.  No.  442.     I.D.  No.  41639.) 

The  product  "LITTLE  ANGEL  SCIENTIFIC  TEETHER"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act ;  an  examination 
of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  aflBxed  to  the  containers  of  the  product 
did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act ;  and  an  examination 
of  the  product  showed  that  its  labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  and 
misleading. 

On  April  13,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachu- 
setts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  574  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "LITTLE  ANGEL 
SCIENTIFIC  TEETHER,"  at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an 
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economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  February 
27,  1962,  by  the  Alan  Jay-Clarolyte  Company,  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an 
ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
ingredients  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"Little 

Angel 

GERM 
RESISTANT 
SCIENTIFIC 

Teether 

*  *     * 

Little  Angel  , 

SCIENTIFIC 

PERMANENTLY  GERM  RESISTANT  TEETHING  AID 

*  *     * 

TO  SAFEGUARD  YOUR 
BABY'S  HEALTH 
PERMANENTLY 
COROBEX 
STERILIZED 
IT  IS  GERM 
RESISTANT 

'*SELF-STERILIZING" 

A  protective  barrier  that  aids  in  the  eliminating 

the  causes  of  bacterial  contamination. 

"ACTIVELY  ANTISEPTIC" 

Clarolyte  products  treated  with  Corobex 

prove  by  laboratory  tests  that  they  help 

inhibit  germ  life." 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
(1)  that  the  product  was  self-sterilizing,  (2)  that  the  product  was  permanently 
sterilized,  (3)  that  the  product  could  be  relied  upon  to  safeguard  a  baby's 
health,  (4)  that  the  product  would  be  actively  antiseptic  in  use,  and  (5)  that 
the  product  would  eliminate  the  cause  of  bacterial  contamination;  whereas,  (1) 
the  product  was  not  self-sterilizing,  (2)  the  product  was  not  permanently 
sterilized,  (3)  the  product  could  not  be  relied  upon  to  safeguard  a  baby's  health, 
(4)  the  product  would  not  be  actively  antiseptic  in  use,  and  (5)  the  product 
would  not  eliminate  the  cause  of  bacterial  contamination. 

On  June  19,  1962.  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal 
destroy  or  give  the  merchandise  to  Public  or  charitable  institutions  for  use 
and  not  for  sale. 

S89.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of  "SOUTHERN- 
PINE-TYPE  DISINFECTANT."  U.S.  v.  one  drum  containing  55  gallons, 
more  or  less,  2  thirty-gallon  drums,  more  or  less,  15  six-gallon  containers, 
more  or  less,  and  5  cases,  each  containing  six  one-gallon  containers,  more 
or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "SOUTHERN-PINE-TYPE  DISIN- 
FECTANT." Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond. 
(I.F.  &  R.  No.  443.     I.D.  No.  41193.) 

An  examination  of  the  product  "SOUTHERN-PINE-TYPE  DISINFECTANT" 
showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
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an  ingredient  statement,  adequate  directions  for  use.  or  a  satement  of  the  net 
weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers.  An  examination  of  the  one- 
gallon  containers  of  the  product  showed  that  the  lahels  affixed  to  the  containers 
of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  giving  the  name  and  address  of  the 
manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for  whom  the  product  was  manufactured, 
or  a  statement  of  the  name,  brand,  or  trademark  under  which  the  product  was 
sold. 

On  May  21,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon,  act- 
ing upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  one 
drum  containing  55  gallons,  more  or  less,  2  thirty-gallon  drums,  more  or  less,  15 
six-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  and  5  cases,  each  containing  six  one-gallon 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  ''SOUTHERN-PINE-TYPE 
DISINFECTANT,"  at  Portland,  Oregon,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  eco- 
nomic poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  January  12, 
1962,  by  Pompeian  Olive  Oil  Corporation,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  mishranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and 
percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement 
giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  mishranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary, 
and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  on  its  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of 
the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  labels  on  the  one-gallon  containers  of  the 
product  did  not  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on 
the  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer, 
registrant,  or  person  for  whom  manufactured,  or  a  statement  of  the  name,  brand, 
or  trademark  under  which  the  product  was  sold. 

The  Pompeian  Olive  Oil  Corporation,  Baltimore,  Md.,  claimed  ownership  of 
the  product  for  the  purpose  of  relabeling  the  product  and  bringing  it  into  com- 
pliance with  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On 
August  9,  1962,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that 
the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant. 

390.  Lack  of  registration,  lack  of  required  information,  and  misbranding  of 
"PINE  OIL  NO.  5."  U.S.  v.  one  drum,  containing  50  gallons,  more  or 
less,  one  drum,  containing  30  gallons,  more  or  less,  13  five-gallon  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  and  5  cases  each  containing  six  one-gallon  contain- 
ers, more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "PINE  OIL  NO.  5."  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond.  ( I.F.  &  R.  No.  445.  I.D. 
No.  41192.) 

The  product  "PINE  OIL  NO.  5"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insec- 
ticide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product  showed 
that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient 
statement,  directions  for  use,  or  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the 
contents  of  the  containers.  An  examination  of  the  one-gallon  containers  of  the 
product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
bear  a  statement  giving  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant, 
or  person  for  whom  the  product  was  manufactured,  or  a  statement  of  tlie  name, 
brand,  or  trademark  under  which  the  product  was  sold. 

On  May  21,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon,  acting 
upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District 
Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  one  drum, 
containing  50  gallons,  more  or  less,  one  drum,  containing  30  gallons,  more  or  less, 
13  five-gallon  containers,  more  or  less,  and  5  cases  each  containing  six  one-gallon 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "PINE  OIL  NO.  5,"  at 
Portland,  Oregon,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had 
been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  September  19,  and  September  27,  1961, 
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by  Klix  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from  South  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  in  violation 
of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and 
percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement 
giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingi'edient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary, 
and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  act 
in  that  the  labels  on  its  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the 
net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  one-gallon  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  in  that  the  immediate  containers  did  not 
have  labels  which  bore  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant, 
or  person  for  whom  manufactured,  or  a  statement  of  the  name,  brand,  or  trade- 
mark under  which  the  product  was  sold. 

Klix  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  South  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  claimed  ownership 
of  the  product  for  the  purpose  of  relabeling  the  product  and  bringing  it  into 
compliance  with  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree. 
On  August  9,  1962.  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered 
that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant. 

391.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "PURACON."  U.S.  v.  68  sixteen- 
ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "PURACON," 
and  accompanying  labeling  consisting  of  50  leaflets,  more  or  less,  entitled 
"Have  a  Clean  Air  Home."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  446.     I.D.  No.  39728.) 

The  product  "PURACON"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  and  the  labeling  bore  false  or  misleading 
statements. 

On  May  15.  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Wisconsin,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  68  sixteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled,  in 
part,  "PURACON,"  and  accompanying  labeling  consisting  of  50  leaflets,  more  or 
less,  entitled  "Have  a  Clean  Air  Home,"  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  October  20,  1961,  by  Worth  Chemical  Products  Company  from  Fort  Worth. 
Texas,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

(Container  "PURACON 

front  panel)  R 

makes  any  filter  an 
AIR  PURIFIER 

SPRAY  COATING  FOR 

COOLING   •   HEATING   •   VENTILATING 

FILTERS 

Kills  Bacteria, 

Deodorizes  Air 

ON  CONTACT 

RINSES  CLEAN 

instantly 

Even  in  Cold  Water 
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(Leaflet  Have  a  Clean  Air  Home 

back  panel)  FOR  LESS  THAN  14  A  DAY 

PURACON  presents  a  wholly  new  concept  in  clean 
air  control  by  killing  air-borne  bacteria  and  odor- 
carrying  micro-organisms  on  contact,  utilizing 
science's  greatest  bacteria  and  odor  killer  (Quater- 
nary Ammonium  Compounds). 
PURACON  traps  dust,  fly  ash,  pollen,  lint,  bac- 
teria, and  odor-laden  micro-organisms  that  con- 
tact filter. 

PURACON  is  non-toxic  to  normal  skin,  non-irrita- 
ting to  the  respiratory  system.     Safe  as  the  purest 
soap.     Does  not  aft'ect  metals  or  plastics. 
PURACON  is  efiiective  on  any  type  of  filter. 

DIRECTIONS 
TO  TREAT  AIR  FILTERS  WITH  PURACON: 
Apply  to  clean,  dry  surfaces  of  filter.     Hold  can 
about  12"  from  filter  and  spray  each  side  evenly 
with  light  coating. 

TO  CLEAN  PURACON  TREATED 
AIR  FILTERS: 
Rinse  with  water.     Only  a  few  seconds  required.     Up 
to  10  times  faster  than  cleaning  oil  coated  filters. 

FILTER  CLEANING  SCHEDULE 
Hospitals — Weekly  Clinics— Bi-weekly 

OFFICE  BUILDINGS— 30  days 
Residences — 30  days  Schools — 2-A  weeks 

PURACON  No.  117 
Active  Ingredients  :  Di-isobutyl  phenoxy  ethoxy 
ethyl  dimethyl  benzyl  ammo- 
nium chloride,  monohvdrate 
1.75% 
Inert  Ingredients :  98.25% 

Propellant :  Fluorinated  Hydrocarbon 
CAUTION— DO  NOT  USE  NEAR  OPEN  FLAME 
Contents  under  pressure.     Do  not  puncture ;  never 
throw  dispenser  into  fire  or  incinerator.     Keep  at 
room  temperature,  away  from  direct  sunlight, 
radiators,  stoves,  hot  water  and  other  heat.     Do 
not  store  above  120°F.     Exposure  to  high  tem- 
peratures may  cause  bursting.     Spray  in  ven- 
tilated areas. 
16  oz.  volume  Made  in  USA" 

and  such  statements  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  when  used  as  directed  would  kill  all  bacteria  that  came  in 
contact  with  cooling,  heating  or  ventilating  filters  treated  with  the  product ; 
whereas,  the  product  when  used  as  directed  would  not  kill  all  bacteria  that  came 
in  contact  with  cooling,  heating  or  ventilating  filters  treated  with  the  product. 
On  June  18,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

392.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "BABY  PACIFIER  AND  TEETH- 
ING RING."  U.S.  v.  53  cartons,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in 
part  "BABY  PACIFIER  AND  TEETHING  RING."  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction  or  release  of  merchandise  to 
public  or  charitable  institutions.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  449.     I.D.  No.  41690.) 

The  product  "BABY  PACIFIER  AND  TEETHING  RING"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  exami- 
nation of  the  product  showed  that  its  labeling  bore  statements  which  were 
false  and  misleading;  and  that  the  labels  aflixed  to  the  containers  of  the 
product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 
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On  May  28,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  53 
cartons,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "BABY  PACIFIER  AND 
TEETHING  RING,"  at  Needham  Heights,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about 
April  25,  1962,  by  Louis  A.  Boettiger  Company,  Inc.,  from  Hewlett,  L.I.,  N.Y., 
in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  aflSxed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  in- 
gredient, together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the 
product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of 
each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

(Counter  "NOW! 

display  GERM-FREE  ♦     *     *     * 

carton)  FOREVER! 

FOR  BABY'S 

PROTECTION  ♦  *  *  * 

GERM 
COROBEX  *  *  *  * 

PROOF" 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  was  germ-free  forever  and  that  it  would  protect  babies  from 
germs ;  whereas,  the  product  was  not  germ-free  forever  and  it  would  not  protect 
babies  from  germs. 

On  June  25,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal 
destroy  or  deliver  the  merchandise  to  public  or  charitable  institutions  for  use 
and  not  for  sale. 

393.  Lack  of  required  information  on  the  label  and  misbranding  of  "DIPHACIN 
1/10."  U.S.  V.  two  5-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  and  five  25-pound  bags, 
more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "DIPHACIN  1/10."  Default  de- 
cree of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  456. 
I.D.  No.  40617.) 

An  examination  of  the  product  "DIPHACIN  1/10"  showed  that  the  labels 
aflixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  giving  the 
name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for  whom  it  was 
manufactured  ;  the  labels  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary 
and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public ;  and  tlie  labels 
did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  June  29,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  Western  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricultvire, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condem- 
nation and  confiscation  of  two  .5-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  and  five  25-pound 
bags,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "DIPHACIN  1/10,"  at  Ports- 
mouth, Ohio,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had 
been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  January  18,  1962,  by  Neochem  Products 
Company,  Inc.,  from  Neosho.  Mo.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a 
statement  giving  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or 
person  for  whom  manufactured. 
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It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  inisbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are 
necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbraiuled  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingre- 
dient, together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product, 
or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active 
ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  September  7,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  de- 
stroy the  product. 

394,  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY"  and  "GOOD-BY 
MR.  FLY  TRAY  O'FLY  BAIT."  U.S.  v.  83  boxes,  more  or  less,  each  con- 
taining 12  two-ounce  cakes,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "GOOD-BY  MR. 
FLY,"  and  18  boxes,  more  or  less,  each  containing  12  two-ounce  cakes  of 
a  product  labeled  in  part  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY  TRAY  O'FLY  BAIT." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R. 
No.  447.     I.D.  Nos.  41032,  41033. ) 

An  examination  of  the  products  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY"  and  "GOOD-BY  MR. 
FLY  TRAY  O'FLY  BAIT,"  showed  that  the  labeling  bore  statements  which 
were  false  and  misleading  and  the  products  were  represented  to  contain  0.25 
percent  of  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and  99.75  percent  inert  ingre- 
dients. However,  upon  examination,  the  products  were  found  to  contain  less 
than  0.25  percent  of  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and  more  than  99.75 
percent  inert  ingredients. 

On  May  26,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  83 
boxes,  more  or  less,  each  containing  12  two-ounce  cakes,  of  a  product  labeled 
in  part  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY,"  and  IS  boxes,  more  or  less,  each  containing  12 
two-ounce  cakes  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY  TRAY  O'FLY 
BAIT,"  at  Broad  Brook,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  July  21,  and  August  3,  1961, 
by  Esquire  Chemical  Company,  from  Downers  Grove,  111.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY"  was  misbranded  with- 
in the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"TO  USE  :  Unwrap  the  Tray  O'  Fly  Bait  and  dip  completely  in 
water,  wetting  the  fly  bait  thoroughly  as  this  causes  a  chemical 
action  that  releases  ingredients  attractive  to  flies.    Avoid  exces- 
sive wetting. 

OUTSIDE  HOUSES  AND  PATIOS  :  Place  Tray  of  moistened  Fly 
Bait  where  flies  are  a  problem  around  dwelling,  pool,  patio,  refuse 
area,  garbage  cans  or  anywhere  flies  congregate. 
INSIDE  HOMES  :  Place  Tray  of  Good-By  Mr.  Fly  fly  tray  of  moist- 
ened fly  bait  in  protected  areas,  out  of  the  reach  of  children  and 
pets,  and  where  dying  flies  cannot  fall  into  food,  utensils,  or 
drinking  water.     Note :  Not  more  than  1  Tray  O'Fly  Bait   should  be 
used  per  average  sized  room. 

RESTAURANTS    and    OTHER    EATING    ESTABLISHMENTS:    Use 
one  Tray  O'  Fly  Bait  per  100  sq.  ft.  around  refuse  area. 

DOG  KENNELS,  PET  SHOPS,  STABLES,  DAIRY  BARN,  POULTRY  HOUSES, 
OUTBUILDINGS,  etc. :  Use  one  Tray  O'  Fly  Bait  per  100  sq.  ft.  of  area  being 
siire  that  pets,  poultry  and  livestock  will  not  come  in  contact  with  the  bait. 
Hang  along  edges  of  rafters,  posts  and  under  ledges  and  over-hanging  roofs  and 
on  outer  edge  of  feed  bunkers,  corrals,  or  fences  where  animals  cannot  lick  it. 
GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY  'TRAY  O'  FLY  BAIT'  should  last  one  complete  season. 
If  its  killing  action  slows  down,  wet  the  bait  again  to  reactivate. 
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Active  Ingredient:  Dimethyl  2,2-Dichlorovinyl  Phosphate 0.25% 

Inert  Ingredient:   99.75% 

*  *  *" 
and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
(1)  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  be  effective  for  the  control 
of  flies,  and  (2)  that  the  product  contained  0.25  percent  of  dimethyl  2,2-dichloro- 
vinyl  phosphate  and  99.75  percent  inert  ingredients;  whereas,  (1)  the  product, 
when  used  as  directed,  would  not  be  effective  for  the  control  of  flies,  and  (2) 
the  product  contained  less  than  0.25  percent  of  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phos- 
phate and  more  than  99.75  percent  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY,"  was  adulter- 
ated within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the 
professed  standard  or  quality,  as  expressed  on  its  labeling,  since  its  labeling 
bore  the  statements : 

"Active  Ingredient :  Dimethyl  2,2-Dichlorovinyl  Phosphate 0.  25% 

Inert  Ingredient:   99.75%" 

and  such  statement  represented  that  the  product  contained  0.25  percent  of  di- 
methyl 2.2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate :  whereas,  the  product  contained  less  than 
0.25  percent  of  dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY  TRAY  O'FLY  BAIT" 
was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the 
si"*!  1"f^rnf^n1"^ ' 

"WILL  KILL  OTHER  INSECTS.  Good-By  Mr.  Fly  Tray  O'Fly  Bait  attacks 
insects  through  the  nervous  system  and  will  kill  most  every  type  that  comes  in 
contact  with  it,  including  Roaches. 

TO  USE.     Unwrap  the  Tray  O'  Fly  Bait  and  dip  completely  in  water,  wetting 
the  fly  bait  thoroughly  as  this  causes  a  chemical  action  that  releases 
ingredients  attractive  to  flies.    Avoid  excessive  wetting. 
Houses  and  Patios :  Place  Tray  of  moistened  Fly  Bait  where  flies  are  a 
problem  around  dwelling  (only  out  of  doors) ,  pools,  patio,  refuse  area, 
garbage  cans  or  anywhere  flies  congregate. 

Restaurants  and  Other  Eating  Establishments :  Use  one  Tray  O'  Fly  Bait 
per  100  sq.  ft.  around  refuse  area. 

Dog  Kennels,  Pet  Shops,  Stables,  Dairy  Barns,  Poultry  Houses,  Outbuildings, 
etc. :  Use  one  Tray  O'  Fly  Bait  per  100  sq.  ft.  of  area  being  sure  that 
pets,  poultry  and  livestock  will  not  come  in  contact  with  the  bait. 
GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY  'TRAY  O'  FLY  BAIT'  should  last  one  complete  season.     If 
its  killing  action  slows  down,  wet  the  bait  again  to  reactivate. 

*     *     * 

Active  Ingredient :  00-0,0-dimethyl-2,2  dichlorovinyl  phosphate 0. 25% 

Inert  Ingredient: 99.75% 


100.00% 


and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
(1)  that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  would  be  effective  for  the  control  of 
flies,  roaches,  and  all  other  insects  implied  by  the  term  "other  insects,"  (2) 
that  the  only  active  ingredient  contained  in  the  product  is  00-0,0-dimethyl-2,2 
dichlorovinyl  phosphate,  and  (3)  that  the  product  contained  0.25  percent  of 
OO-O.O-dimethyl-2.2  dichlorovinyl  phosphate;  whereas,  (1)  the  product,  when 
used  as  directed  would  not  be  effective  for  the  control  of  flies,  roaches,  or 
all  other  insects  implied  by  the  term  "other  insects,"  (2)  the  only  active  ingre- 
dient contained  in  the  product  is  not  00-0,0-dimethyl-2,2  dichlorovinyl  phos- 
phate since  the  product  contained  an  additional  active  ingredient,  namely 
paradichlorobenzene,  and  (3)  the  product  contained  less  than  0.25  percent  of 
00-0,0-dimethyl-2,2  dichlorovinyl  phosphate. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY  TRAY  O'  FLY 
BAIT"  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or 
purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling, 
since  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 
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"Active  Ingredient :  00-0,0-dimethyl  2,2  dichlorovinyl  phosphate-     0.25% 
Inert  Ingredient:   99.75% 


100.  00%" 
and  such  statement  represented  that  the  product  contained  0.25  percent  of  di- 
methyl-2,2  dichlorovinyl  phosphate,  whereas  the  product  contained  less  than 
0.25  percent  of  dimethyl-2,2  dichlorovinyl  phosphate. 

None  of  the  product  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY  TRAY  O'FLY  BAIT"  v?as  available 
for  seizure.  On  October  8,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United 
States  Marshal  destroy  the  product,  "GOOD-BY  MR.  FLY." 

395.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding 
of  "FAB-BRITE  MAGIC  SHAMPOO."  U.S.  v.  118  sixteen-ounce  bottles, 
more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "FAB-BRITE  MAGIC  SHAM- 
POO."    Default   decree   of  condemnation,   forfeiture,   and   destruction. 

(I.F.  &  R.  No.  467.    I.D.  No.  40631.) 

The  product,  "FAB-BRITE  MAGIC  SHAMPOO"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the 
product  showed  that  the  labels  aflSxed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers,  or 
an  ingredient  statement.  The  label  also  bore  statements  which  were  false  and 
misleading. 

On  July  17,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Kentucky,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  118  sixteen-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"FAB-BRITE  MAGIC  SHAMPOO,"  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  May  27,  1960,  by  Rex 
Chemical  Company,  from  Nashville,  Tenn.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  act  in  that  the  label  aflSxed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act  in  that  the  labels  afllxed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an 
ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient, 
together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in 
the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingre- 
dient, together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingre- 
dients, in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  label  bore  the  statements  : 

"MAGIC  SHAMPOO 
FAB     BRITE 
CLEANS  BEAUTIFIES 

RUGS  UPHOLSTERY 

DISINFECTS  AND  MOTH  PROOFS 

Directions  for  Upholstery 

1.  Vacuum  thoroughly 

2.  Add  4  to  6  tablespoons  Fab-Brite  to  1  quart  warm  water.    Mix  well. 

3.  Apply  with  soft  bristled  scrubbing  brush  or  large  sponge.  Shake  excess 
liquid  out  of  brush  or  squeeze  out  of  sponge  after  dipping  in  solution. 
Use  short,  brisk  back  and  forward  strokes  to  work  up  rich  foam  on 
fabric.  Clean  small  area  at  a  time  and  overlap  to  ensure  even  cleaning. 
On  napped  fabrics  finish  with  several  strokes  to  lay  down  nap.  On  plain 
fabrics  finish  by  stroking  in  direction  of  weave. 

4.  No  rinsing  or  wiping  necessary.  Fab-Brite  evaporates  completely  leav- 
ing fabric  soft  and  lustrous. 
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Directions  for  Rugs 

1.  Vacuum  thoroughly 

2.  Add  4  to  6  tablespoons  Fab-Brite  to  1  quart  warm  water. 

3.  Apply  with  soft  bristled  hand  scrubbing  brush  or  long  handled  brush. 
Shake  excess  liquid  out  of  brush  after  dipping  in  solution.  Use  short, 
brisk  back  and  forward  strokes  to  work  up  rich  foam  on  rug.  Finish 
with  several  strokes  to  lay  nap  down.  Clean  small  area  at  a  time  and 
overlap  to  ensure  even  cleaning. 

4.  No  rinsing  or  wiping  necessary.  Fab-Brite  evaporates  completely  leav- 
ing rugs  soft  and  lustrous. 

*     *     * 
and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  act  as  a  disinfectant ;  whereas, 
the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  act  as  a  disinfectant. 

On  October  2,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

396.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding 
of  "MOON  GLOW  PATIO  CANDLE."  U.S.  v.  309  containers,  more  or 
less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "MOON  GLOW  PATIO  CANDLE." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R. 
No.  469.     I.D.  No.  42012.) 

The  product  "MOON  GLOW  PATIO  CANDLE"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the 
product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate 
for  the  protection  of  the  public ;  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the 
contents  of  the  containers ;  or  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  July  24,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Wis- 
consin, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  309  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "MOON  GLOW 
PATIO  CANDLE,"  at  Racine,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  April  27,  1962,  by  John 
M.  Shawvan  Company,  from  Forest  Park,  111.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary 
and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  the  immediate  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  mea.sure  of  the  contents. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear 
an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingre- 
dient, together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product, 
or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active 
ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  in- 
gredients, in  the  product. 

On  August  22,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 
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N.J.  No. 
Amway  Germicidal  Concentrate 

Amway  Sales  Corp 376 

Baby  Pacifier  and  Teething  Ring 

Louis  A.  Boettiger  Co.,  Inc__     392 
Chemically  Treated  with  Nomor- 
germ 
Padco    Manufacturing    Co., 

Inc 374 

Corn  Meal 

Abalene  Pest  Control  Serv- 
ice,   Inc 378 

Diphacin  1/10 

Neochem  Products  Co.,  Inc-     393 
Disod  Crab  Grass  Killer 

Cambridge  Labs.,  Inc 387 

87o  Chlordane  Dust 

Cambridge  Labs.,  Inc 387 

Fab-brite  Magic  Shampoo 

Rex  Chemical  Co 395 

5%  Aldrin  Granules 

Atlas    Agricultural    Chemi- 
cals,   Inc 386 

5%  Heptachlor  Granules 

Atlas    Agricultural    Chemi- 
cals,   Inc 386 

Good-by  Mr.  Fly 

Esquire  Chemical  Co 394 

Good-by  Mr.  Fly  Tray  O'Fly  Bait 

Esquire  Chemical  Co 394 

Kelthane  Miticide 

Cambridge  Labs.,  Inc 387 

Little    Angel    Scientific    Teether 

Alan  Jay-Clarolyte  Co 388 

Mark  7  Germicidal  Liquid  Syn- 
thetic Detergent 

Piatt  &    Smillie  Chemicals, 

Inc 384 

Moon  Glow  Patio  Candle 

John  M.  Shawvan  Co 396 

New!  Staph-Kill 

The  Selig  Co 385 

No  One  Likes  to   Clean   Toilet 
Bowls 

Sta-Kleen  Co 381 

Patterson's  Dairy  Cattle  Dust 
Pearson-Ferguson    Chemical 
Co 377 


N.J.  No. 


Perniachem  Household  Spray 
Permachem  Home  Products 
Corp 379 

Pine  Odor  Disinfectant 

Hunt  Manufacturing  Co 372 

Pine  Oil  No.  5 

Klix  Chemical  Co.,  Inc 390 

Puracon 

Worth     Chemical    Products 

Co 391 

R-H  Dalirhap 

Reasor-Hill    Corp 375 

R-H  Dieldrin  17% 

Reasor-Hill   Corp 375 

R-H  Malathion  57% 

Reasor-Hill   Corp 375 

Refill    for    Sta-Kleen    Bathroom 
Appliance 

Sta-Kleen  Co 381 

Repel  Insect  Repellent 

Reasor-Hill   Corp 375 

Rough  Grind 

Abalene  Pest  Control   Serv- 
ice,   Inc 378 

Saf-T-Clean   Porcelain  Cleaner 

James  Varley  &  Sons,  Inc 373 

Sandahl's  Silicone  Clipper  Lube 

L.     R.     Sandahl     Mfg.     Co. 

(McRay's) 380 

Sani-Trol    .    .    .    Treatment   for 
Dust  Mops  &  Dust  Cloths 

Frontier  Chemical  Products, 

Inc 383 

Selig's  Aseptene 

The  Selig  Co 385 

Southern-Pine-Type  Disinfectant 

Pompeian  Olive  Oil  Corp 389 

Sta-Kleen    Bathroom    Appliance 
.  .  .  Disinfects 

Sta-Kleen  Co 381 

10%  Chlordane  Granules 

Atlas    Agricultural    Chemi- 
cals,   Inc 386 

The  Hyon  Bag  Water  Purifier 

Hydronics    Corp 382 
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